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Claims 
mailjed March 22, 

inclusive remain 

I 

It is useful 
Figuire 2b shows 
block. Barriers 
of containing or 
sample from any i 
tenned "adhesive 



:REMAKECS 

(n timbered) 1 trough 32 inclusive were examined and 

2005. Amendments are prcisented above and the claiijis 
the case. 

prior to a more detailed discussion to simply note wMat 
adhesive 50 (for securing San outer surface of flow a Jl 
53a,b are shown (addressing that portion of the drawing) 
c< nstraining the axial extent of the adhesive and protect ing 
ii iteraction with the adhesive. These items 53a,b ( and 
reparation baniers**. 



Ill 



atii 



! rejecthm 



REJECTIONS per 
The 

flow tubing and 
portion of the 
tubinjg to the flow 
adhesive separatioiji 
separiition barrier 
outside of, and out 
the structure 
the flbw cell, per 
Applilcant believes 
that mere 
attached to the i 
claims. 

Notice that 
cryogenic 
environment of the 
room tonperature 
vessell6ha5no 
an adhesive for 



flow cell 



t> 



i descri )ed 



s<^ 



! semantic device 
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Ejected by 6flice Actidn 

I 

numbered 1-| 32 

is physically at issu^. 
26 to aniannular 
which haje the fiinctjon 
the integrity of a 
Similarly 63a,b) are 



§102(b) 

on Marek, of record, does not concern a structure 
utilizes an adhesive to striucturally bind that sample 
Consider that the '^connector for fluidically 
^ir has been identified by the Examiner with items 3 
barrier was identified with-Marek col. 6» lines 16-20 
be found in Marek aside from the location of Marek 
of contact witii the fluid saiiiple. This identification 
intheclauns. Amendment is presented herein to 
as that conduit having a surface in contact vdth the 
that the Examiner has treatefd the entire Marek 

should be dispelled by the amendment This 
of the flow cell v^^ierever that element is 



tl^t is at onee sample 



: appara us 



incidence 



introduced 



darek's contribution to thisjart is in structure for thcrrbal 
environn; ent of RF probe electronic constituents from the room 
sample. That room temperature enviromnent is March 
to circulate about a sample vessel 6 inserted into sa 
shown or specifically described, but certainly 
assembly of that vessel. Instead, the Examiner has noticed 
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gisi 



coimectors i 
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flow tubinjg to ianothei 
comjiecting thelsan^)le flo\^ 
and 4 of Marek and tqe 
In fed, there is no 
s adhesive! to a site w4U 
simply ndt germane to 
^blish a ^definition o|f 
f lowing saihple. 

as a '"flow cell" anc 
li|miting phrase is 

intheindependem: 



US 



isolaticjn of the 
temperature 
's bore for conveying 
dboie. T$e sample 

not discuss use of 
Marek^s ^eof an 



<oes 
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adhesive for 
Marek at col. 6, 
formed by Marek' 
sample in Marek* 
distinguished from i 



liies 
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construction of Marek's radiation shield(s) from rods and 
16- 20 and ^fi. The radiation shield is entirely 
s items 3,4 and 5 and certainly do not pose a risk 
sample vessel 6. The indepbndent claims and 
Marek. 



fibers, as described by 
v^tfain the ciqyoslatic vessel 
of c<lntaminatipn of die 
llieir d ^pendencies are therefbie 



REJECTION peri 103(a) 

The additic n of Wand to Marek does riot cure the deficiency of Alfarek 
Wand does tio moic than introduce an O ring to the equipment in the usial 
function of sealing one surface against another. There is no role for Waild 
axialWtent of an adhesive. Accordingly, the claims rejected per section 
view of the combii lation. nor the references taken independently. Hie 
that Applicant's paper filed 1/14/05 is relevant to the discussion, has beeh 
puzzlement. ITiese remarks simply conccm the relationship of embodimUts 



E):aminer' 



CONCLUSION 
. Amendmeni 



amending language 
context of the 
The 

the Action. Invie^ 
and 30, Applicant 



present 



iExamixier 



is offered for the independletit claims 1, 14, 17, 18, 2 
provides antecedent basis, and more precisely descrilies 
contribution to the art. 

's arguments are all expressly grounded on par. 2 
of the discussion above and the amendment of claims 
bblieves that the claims are now in condition for 
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as al^ve shown, 
straightforward 
's O ringito contain the 
1 03 arc not obyious ir 
s ^ggestion, 
studied with some 



,29 and 3b. The 
and em|)hasizes the 



(apparently j^ar. 2-7) of 
1, 14,17jl8,21.29 
allowalnce and si^ action is 
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